This paper argues that the apparent exceptional behavior that is found in insular Catalan verbs is due to paradigm uniformity effects. The emphasis is on the failure of epenthesis in suffix-less forms that violate the sonority constraints, but a preliminary treatment of other interesting facts (final devoicing, gliding, dialectal variation) is also given. It is argued that the Optimal Paradigms model (McCarthy 2001), which establishes intraparadigmatic symmetric correspondence relations, captures these facts through outputoutput faithfulness constraints that level paradigms unless they are ruled out by highranked markedness requirements. The differences between nouns and verbs are derived from the organization of their paradigms.
Introduction
Over the years, many cases have been brought to light in which the regular phonology misapplies in certain morphological environments. This issue was dealt with by means of morphologically conditioned rules in standard generative phonology, while later approaches made use of cyclic organization. Yet another approach has been to resort to structural differences encoded in the representations, such as the display of phonologically null elements with special concomitant phonological effects. The formal problems associated with these approaches have been discussed at length in the literature, but this kind of morphology-phonology interaction remains as a challenge for alternative views.
In the parallel version of Optimality Theory, the notion of output-output correspondences is applicable to these cases. Within this view, there have been different proposals. The first one goes back to the notion of Metrical Consistency ("Every morpheme must be as metrically consistent as possible", Burzio 1994:228). Burzio's (1994 et seq.) work and Kenstowicz's (1996 Kenstowicz's ( , 2002 work on paradigmatic uniformity and contrast share the idea that morphologically related forms create a network of possible phonological influences, in symmetric relation. Another approach is Benua's (1997) Transderivational Correspondence Theory, which is an asymmetric model. In this case, influences run in one direction only: from the morphologically simplex form to the derived complex form. More recently, McCarthy (2001) has put forward a new theory of surface resemblance, the Optimal Paradigms model, which evaluates forms that are related inflectionally in symmetric relation.
The goal of this paper is to show that the Optimal Paradigms model better captures the fact that in some languages nouns and verbs may differ phonologically in a way that is somehow connected with differences in their paradigms. I will illustrate this issue by reviewing the behavior of the inflected forms of insular Catalan with respect to vowel insertion. Insular Catalan designates the varieties spoken in the Sardinian town of Alguer (Italy) and in the Balearic Islands.
The data
In insular Catalan, i.e. Alguerese (A) and Balearic (B) , the first person singular present indicative (1sPRIND) has no inflectional affix, like the system found in Old Catalan.
Other dialects show a vocalic suffix in these forms, which is - [u] in Central Catalan (C) (the variety spoken in the area of Barcelona) (1a). Null affixation is also seen in regular masculine (MASC) singular nouns, which do not have any overt marker in either insular or Central Catalan (1b).
(1)
A & B C a.
[ There are also cross-dialectal differences in the lexical distribution of stressed vowels; however, these differences are irrelevant for the aim of this paper. Table 1 ). 
Former analyses of the insular Catalan verbal system are based on the observation that the odd consonantal endings of 1sPRIND forms are possible onsets and thus their interpretation is related to this syllabic position (Mascaró 1983; Dols 1993 Dols , 2000 Dols & Wheeler 1996; Serra 1996) . However, among other problems, onset analyses cannot offer a straightforward account for the overwhelming majority of coda phenomena that do take place in these verbal forms (for a review of previous analyses, see Lloret 2003) . 
"tube / tube (diminutive)"
1sPRIND forms show two further phonological peculiarities that demand an explanation. First, the 1sPRIND forms that end in postvocalic // and /n/ maintain these consonants (4a), while in other cases these two consonants undergo deletion wordfinally after a stressed vowel (4b). This misapplication of the regular phonology, though, is not restricted to the first person: // and /n/ are also maintained in the third suffix-less persons of conjugations II and III in Balearic and Central Catalan.
Second, in Majorca 
Analysis
The explanation I propose for the previous data is based on the following insights. First, the consonantal endings of the finite verbal forms with vocalic-less suffixes are codas because they mainly undergo typical coda phenomena. Second, the exceptional phonological behavior found in these insular verbal forms is a paradigm-uniformity effect. These two facts can be accounted for in a general view of phonology in which surface forms may violate some syllabic constraints and in which paradigms are taken into account. These are good reasons for framing the analysis within Optimality Theory, in its version of Correspondence Theory.
Before analyzing the inflected forms, we will look at a couple of cases in which paradigms do not play any role. I will use the well-known constraints stated in (6).
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(6) a. Input-Output (IO) faithfulness constraints:
• (IO-)DEP-V: A vowel in the O corresponds to a vowel in the I.
• (IO-)MAX-C: A consonant in the I corresponds to a consonant in the O.
b. Constraints on syllable well-formedness:
• *P/C: Consonants may not associate with Peak (Nucleus) nodes.
• S(ONORITY) S(EQUENCING): Complex onsets rise in sonority, and complex codas fall in sonority.
Since in the regular phonology inputs violating SONORITY SEQUENCING trigger epenthesis, and not deletion, nor syllabification of C as a nucleus, the constraint ranking at work is *P/C, SS » MAX-C » DEP-V. Two further remarks are in order here. First, consonantal cluster reduction is not driven by the sonority constraint and thus will be Tableaux (7) and (8) depict how this ranking works in the case of non-inflected words. Tableau (7) shows that, in insular Catalan, consonantal clusters that satisfy the sonority constraint are allowed. Tableau (8) shows that MAX-C is ranked above DEP-V, because the form undergoes vowel insertion when a sonority problem arises. Note that in this example Richness of the Base would provide two possible inputs: one with the final vowel and one without it. Lexicon Optimization would choose the input with the final vowel, because it gives a more harmonic mapping. But Minimal Redundancy favors the input with least underlying material, that is, the one without the final vowel, as has been assumed in (8) for the sake of illustration. I will first consider the possibility that misapplication of epenthesis is due to Paradigmatic Contrast (PC), which prohibits identical forms in a paradigm (Kenstowicz 2002) . Under this view, put forward in Pons (2001) for Balearic Catalan, epenthesis could be blocked in 1sPRIND forms in order to avoid homophony between the first-and third-person singular of conjugation I verbs. As shown in (9) , for example, in the paradigm of /ko mp/-"buy" the epenthesized first person would be homophonous with the third person, which displays the unstressed -a suffix. 
The overall question that remains to be answered is why the regular phonology to explain the phonological differences between nouns and verbs. This is the line of research that I will pursue next.
The OP approach adds a new type of constraints, those that govern the correspondence relation between the output stems of the inflected forms of a paradigm.
The differences between output stems regarding the presence or absence of segments are governed by OP-MAX, which penalizes members of a paradigm with deleted segments, and OP-DEP, which penalizes members with inserted segments. For the purposes of this paper, the relevant constraint is OP-DEP-V, which controls alternations within the paradigm with respect to vowel insertion (the output stem in each paradigm member is in correspondence relation ℜ OP with the output stem in every other paradigm member with respect to DEP-V). In insular Catalan, the ranking of OP-DEP-V above SONORITY SEQUENCING is responsible for the blocking of epenthesis in 1sPRIND.
Tableau (11) 
/a sp/ "rough" (Balearic) *P/C *AA OP-DEP-V SS DEP-V One possible explanation is to relax the family of OP constraints by acknowledging specific subsets of the paradigms, e.g. <masculine singular, masculine plural> and <feminine singular, feminine plural>. This is in fact the solution put forward in Bonet et al. (2003) . Although this would act as a solution and would not alter the results in verbal morphology, it needs sufficient independent empirical support.
A more challenging proposal is to relate singular and plural forms with an output-output 'asymmetric' correspondence relation, BASE-Identity(singular→plural) (after Kenstowicz 1996 , Benua 1997 , based on the fact that plurals --but not other inflected forms--are formed over free-standing output forms, i.e. the singular words. However, the BASE must also contain a subset of the grammatical features of the derived form (Kager 1999:282) here is morphological, and for this reason I will not discuss it further.
The role of OP is to homogenize the output members of a paradigm, but it was previously shown that several coda phenomena that apply to 1sPRIND destroy complete • (IO-)IDENT(voice): The specification for voice of an I must be preserved in its O correspondent.
• *VOICEDOBSTRUENT (*VCDOB): Voiced obstruents are prohibited.
The tableau in (15) In the verb, the high ranking of the markedness constraint *VOICEDCODA ensures final devoicing in 1sPRIND (16) . This is so because OP-IDENT(voice) is ranked low, at least below the IO constraint IDENT(voice). This can be seen by comparing the evaluations of candidates (16d) 
OP and dialectal variation
The analysis in this section illustrates a case of dialectal variation due to differences in Tableaux (21) and (22) that the addition of s to a well-formed coda does not provoke a sonority problem).
Candidate (21c), with epenthesis, is eliminated because it violates IO-DEP-V. On the whole, this dialectal variation is a typical instance of differences in the ranking of certain constraints. The fact that re-ranking involves an OP constraint that functions to block the wrong kind of identity within a paradigm reinforces the need to assess complete paradigms as output candidates.
Conclusion
The contrast between nouns and verbs, typical of insular Catalan as far as epenthesis is concerned, is not an odd idiosyncrasy of 1sPRIND, but it is related to other peculiar contrasts between nouns and verbs that the language shows. The OP model succeeds in grasping these differences in a way that is somehow connected with differences in the organization of their paradigms. In addition to that, some preliminary results reported in McCarthy (2001) are fully supported by the data presented in this paper, namely, the impossibility of true under-application within paradigms and the possibility of OP unfaithfulness for markedness reasons. This analysis further provides a novel type of evidence for the OP model: dialectal variation due to the re-ranking of OP constraints.
